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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address • 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 July 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)E3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-25 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1-25 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) [3 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^] The drawing(s) filed on 21 July 2003 is/are: a)£3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 



3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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2) □ Notice of DraftspersorVs Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . It is requested that the Application be updated with the Patent No. of parent 
application cited in page 1 . 

2. The abstract is objected since it has more than 1 50 words. 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single paragraph on a separate 
sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that the abstract not exceed 1 50 words in length 
since the space provided for the abstract on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form 
and legal phraseology often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether there is a need 
for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information given in the title. It 
should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The disclosure concerns," "The disclosure 
defined by this invention," "The disclosure describes," etc. 



Claim Objections 

3. It appears that each of claims 6 and 17 contains a typographical error, "the user" 
should be rewritten as "a user". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claim recites "signal 
embodied in at least one carrier wave". As such, the claim directs to an intangible 



medium which renders the claim non-statutory. 
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It is noted that the claimed invention as a whole must accomplish a practical 
application . That is, it must produce a "useful, concrete and tangible result." State 
Street 149 F.3d at 1373, 47 USPQ2d at 1601-02. MPEP 2106. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-6, 8-17, and 19-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Davis, Jr. et al (US Pat. No. 6,057,854) and Prieto (US Pat. No. 
5,974,181). 

Regarding claims 1, 12, 23, 24, and 25, David, Jr. teaches steps for 
implementing a browser object container comprising identifying content data for 
inclusion in a browser object container (data to render an image) (col 1 , lines 45-51 ), 
defining one or more navigation options for defining how one or more recipients view 
the content data as provided by the browser object container (col 1 , lines 52-62); adding 
the content data with the one or more navigation options to the browser object container 
wherein the content data and the one or more navigation options are embedded into a 
content definition (line 66 of col 1 to line 10 of col 2). David Jr. further teaches 
electronically transmitting the browser object container to the one or more recipients 
wherein the one or more recipients navigate through the content data as allowed by the 
one or more navigation options within the browser object container (col 3, lines 56-57). 



Application/Control Number: 10/622,449 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2173 

Davis, Jr. differs from the claims in that Davis, Jr. does not teach encrypting and 
compressing the content file. However, such processes are well known in the art as 
evidenced by Prieto. Specifically, Prieto teaches encrypting and compressing vector 
image data (figures 2 & 6, col. 3, line 61 to col. 4, line 39 and col. 5, lines 37-61). Thus, 
it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the invention was made 
to apply Prieto's teaching encrypting and compressing in Davis, Jr.'s imaging system 
with the motivation being to enhance the security when transferring data over the 
Internet. 

Regarding claims 2 and 13, Davis, Jr. teaches that the content data comprises 
web pages (web page 28), picture files (graphics file) (col 4, lines 47-52). 

Regarding claims 3 and 14, David, Jr. teaches that the content data is 
transmitted via network computer (col 4, lines 17-20). 

Regarding claims 4 and 15, David, Jr. teaches the browser object container is a 
stand-alone executable operating locally but giving an appearance of being connected 
to the Internet (data downloaded). 

Regarding claims 5 and 16, David, Jr. teaches wherein the content data 
comprises a plurality of web pages from one or more web sites (col 2, lines 26-29). 

Regarding claims 6 and 17, David, Jr. teaches a browser interface of the browser 
object container is defined by the user (col 8, lines 28-40). 

Regarding claims 8 and 19, Prieto teaches decrypting the encrypted file and 
decompressing the compressed file (figure 10 and 14). 
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Regarding claims 9 and 20, David, Jr. teaches the content data comprises a 
plurality of embedded data files (col 4, lines 47-52). 

Regarding claims 10 and 21, David, Jr. teaches the embedded data files 
comprises an entire website (col 4, lines 47-52). 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 22, David, Jr. teaches enabling recipients to access 
web pages available on the Internet without an Internet connection (objects may be 
downloaded and cached) (col 2, lines 26-29). 

8. Claims 7 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Davis, Jr., Prieto, and Halstead et al ("Halstead", USP 6363392). 

Regarding claims 7 and 18, Davis, Jr. and Prieto do not teach assigning multiple 
levels of encryption to content data for enabling multiple levels of access to the one or 
more recipients. However, this feature is known in the art as taught by Halstead. 
Halstead teaches system for providing a web-shareable personal database which 
comprises password security module to provide multiple privilege levels to access data 
(col 15, lines 5-8). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having 
the teaching of Davis, Jr., Prieto, and Halstead before him at the time the invention was 
made, to modify the interface system taught by Davis, Jr. and Prieto to include providing 
multiple privilege levels to access data taught by Halstead with the motivation being to 
further enhance the security for the system (Halstead, col 15, lines 5-8). 

9. The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. Applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. § 1.111(c) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. The documents cited 
therein teach transmitting data over internet which relates to the claimed invention. 
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1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kieu D. Vu. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Mon - Thu from 7:00AM to 3:00PM at 571-272-4057. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca, can be reached at 571-272-4048. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are as follows: 

703-872-9306 



571-273-4057 (use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for "INFORMAL" 
or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal paper / amendment 
be faxed directly to them on occasions). 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). /I j 

Kieu D. Vu / £ 



and / or: 




JOHN CABECA 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAM> V 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2" 



